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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

_ MONTH(S) FROM 



is/are withdrawn from consideration. 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE . 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 US.C § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

I )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 16 October 2000 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 1-45 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6® Claim(s) 7-45 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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a)D All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1.78. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1 .78. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claims 1-45 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 



of such treaty in the English language. 
3. Claims 1 ,4,7,8,1 0,1 1 ,14-1 7, 20, 21 , 23, 27,28, 31 , 33, 34, 37-40, 43, 44 are 

rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Wright et al. (6,442,598) 

(hereinafter Wright). 

As per claim 1 , Wright teaches a method for broadcasting data to a multiplicity of users 
(9), in which method at least one information data base (3) is set up that contains the 
data intended to be sent through a broadcast channel, in which method transmission 
criteria (50) are stored, at least certain transmission criteria containing an address of a 
user, or user group, as well as an indication about the data from the information 
database (3,3') which have to be transmitted are automatically selected according to the 
stored transmission criteria, wherein the filed data are obtained from a multiplicity of 
external information suppliers (1) (e.g. col. 4 , lines 7-21); 
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An indication about at least one broadcasting channel, selected broadcasting channel, 
selected from among different broadcasting channels, via which the files data are to be 
transmitted, is stored with the transmission criteria (e.g. col. 4, lines 23-28); and the 
automatically selected data are transmitted through the selected broadcasting channel 
(8) to the indicated user (9) or to the indicated user group (e.g. col. 4, lines 36-44). 

4. As per claim 23, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

5. As per claim 4, Wright teaches the method wherein at least certain selected data 
are transmitted though the Internet as addressed messages, for example as e-mail (e.g. 
Figure 1). 

6. As per claim 27, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

7. As per claim 7, Wright shows the method wherein selected data may be shown 
on display panels (e.g. Figure 2). 

8. As per claim 31 , it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

9. As per claim 8, Wright teaches the method wherein at least certain selected data 
are multimedia data (e.g. col. 5, lines 22-35). 

10. As per claim 10, Wright shows the method wherein at least certain of the users 
administrate transmission criteria (50) through at least one telecommunications system 
(8,14) (e.g. Figure 2). 

11. As per claim 33, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

1 2. As per claim 1 1 , Wright shows the method wherein at least certain of the users 
administrate transmission criteria (50) through the Internet (11) (e.g. Figure 2). 

13. As per claim 34, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
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14. As per claim 14, Wright teaches the method wherein the transmission criteria 
comprise at least one category of desired information (e.g. Abstract). 

1 5. As per claim 37, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

16. As per claim 15, Wright shows the method wherein at least certain transmission 
criteria comprise at least one data service (e.g. Figure 5). 

17. As per claim 38, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

18. As per claim 16, Wright shows the method wherein at least certain of the 
transmission criteria comprise a standardized set of various data from different 
information providers (1) (e.g. Figures 5 and 6). 

19. As per claim 39, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

20. As per claim 17, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

21 . As per claim 40, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

22. As per claim 20, Wright shows the method wherein at least certain of the 
transmission criteria comprise event criteria (e.g. Figure 3, Scheduler database is in 
charge of scheduling events). 

23. As per claim 43, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

24. As per claim 21 , Wright shows the method wherein at least certain of the 
transmission criteria indicate certain data which are files in the information data base (3) 
only if at least one user has selected these data (e.g. Figure 4). 

25. As per claim 44, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

26. As per claim 28, Wright shows the data broadcasting system wherein the said 
output drivers (7) comprise at least one driver for a DAB network to transmit selected 
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information as a radio program-accompanying service (e.g. Figure 6, it is an inherent 
property of the system to transmit any of the programs listed in figure 6 in DAB format). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

27. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

28. Claims 2,3,5,6,18,19, 24-26, 29, 30, 41, 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Wright in view of Huna (6,438,21 7). 

29. As per claim 2, Wright does not specifically teach the method wherein at least 
certain selected data are transmitted as messages through a cellular digital mobile radio 
network (8). Huna teaches the method wherein at least certain selected data are 
transmitted as messages through a cellular digital mobile radio network (8) (e.g. col. 4, 
lines 26-34). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Wright with Huna. The motivation would have been for 
extra channels of communication for content distribution. 

30. As per claim 6, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

31 . As per claim 25, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

32. As per claim 30, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

33. As per claim 3, Wright does not teach the method wherein at least certain data 
are transmitted as messages for paging systems. Huna teaches the method wherein at 
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least certain data are transmitted as messages for paging systems (e.g. col. 7, lines 61- 
67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Wright with Huna. The motivation would have been for 
extra channels of communication for content distribution. 

34. As per claim 5, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

35. As per claim 26, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

36. As per claim 29, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

37. As per claim 18, Wright does not specifically discuss the method wherein at least 
certain of the transmission criteria comprise transmission time criteria. Huna teaches 
the method wherein at least certain of the transmission criteria comprise transmission 
time criteria (e.g. Abstract). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to combine Wright with Huna. The motivation would 
have been to schedule certain broadcasts. 

38. As per claim 19, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

39. As per claim 41 , it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

40. As per claim 42, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

41 . As per claim 24, Wright does not specifically teach the data broadcasting system 
wherein it comprises a plurality of output drivers (7) for transmission of data to the 
user(9) through a corresponding multiplicity of transmission channels (8) in accordance 
with the filed transmission criteria. Huna teaches the data broadcasting system wherein 
it comprises a plurality of output drivers (7) for transmission of data to the user (9) 
through a corresponding multiplicity of transmission channels (8) in accordance with the 
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filed transmission criteria (e.g. col. 6, lines 24-38). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Wright with Huna. 
The motivation would have been for delivery of information via several methods in order 
to built redundancy within the system. 

42. Claim 9, 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wright in view of Tantawy et al. (6,597,891 ) (hereinafter Tantawy). 

43. As per claim 9, Wright does not specifically describe the method wherein at least 
certain transmitted information comprises at least one order code which the recipients 
(9) pass on directly to a supplier (1,17) to order products or services. Tantaway 
describes the method wherein at least certain transmitted information comprises at least 
one order code which the recipients (9) pass on directly to a supplier (1,17) to order 
products or services (e.g. col. 2, lines 56-65). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Wright with 
Tantawy. The motivation would have been to use the same user application and content 
repository while the actual communication medium may be either the Internet or 
broadcast network. 

44. As per claim 32, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

45. Claims 12,13,35,36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wright in view of Dowling et al. (6,522,875) (hereinafter Dowling). 

46. As per claim 12, Wright does not specifically show the method wherein at least 
certain of the users administrate transmission criteria(50) with special messages 
through a mobile radio network (8). Dowling shows the method wherein at least certain 
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of the users administrate transmission criteria(50) with special messages through a 
mobile radio network (8) (e.g. col.1 , lines 48-60). ). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Wright with 
Dowling. The motivation would have been for a mobile user to have access to the 
underlying data that is being broadcast. 

47. As per claim 35, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

48. As per claim 13, Wright does not specifically show the method wherein at least 
certain of the users administrate transmission criteria (50) with standardized order 
codes through a mobile radio network (8), the identity of the users being automatically 
established with a user data base (131) in the mobile radio network. Dowling shows the 
method wherein at least certain of the users administrate transmission criteria (50) with 
standardized order codes through a mobile radio network (8), the identity of the users 
being automatically established with a user data base (131) in the mobile radio network 
(e.g. col. 18, lines 7-20). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine Wright with Dowling. The motivation would 
have been for smooth authentication of the mobile user. 

49. As per claim 36, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

50. Claims 22,45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wright in view of Yee et al. (6,151 ,497) (hereinafter Yee). 

51 . As per claim 22, Wright does not specifically show the method wherein the 
transmission of data to the user is billed with a billing system. Yee describes the method 
wherein the transmission of data to the user is billed with a billing system (e.g. Figure 2 
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and col. 4, lines 22-34). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine Wright with Yee. The motivation would 
have been to keep track of the system usage with a separate gateway. 
52. As per claim 45, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 



53. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US Patent Application Publication number 2003/0051 136 to Curtis et al. 
US Patent Application Publication number 2002/0124055 to Reisman. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Farhood Moslehi whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8646. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 703-305-8498. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-306- 
5484. 



Conclusion 
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